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1« Claims 1-4 and 9 are rejected under 35 IJ. S. C« § 11£, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention- 

As to claim 1, the claim language "vehicle into and exit of 
a vehicle" does not make coherent sense. 

Ps to claim 9, the preamble does not make coherent sense. 
For example, "a vehicle detector which inductive sensor changes 
inductance". 

Claims £-4 are rejected as being dependent upon a rejected 
claim. 

£. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C- § 10£ that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

ft person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the 
date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 10£<b) as being 

anticipated by Koerner et al. <»339). Koerner et al. is applied 

for the same reasons as stated in the last office action. 

3. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. i 10£(b) as being 
anticipated by GB £,066,539 (Alexander et al.). 

Alexander et al. disclosed a vehicle detector in which 
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vehicles are detected by an inductive sensor forming part of an 
oscillator, and a change in the period of an oscillator signal is 
indicative of the presence of a vehicle in a detected area, a 
method comprising monitoring the oscillator signal period, 
detecting the entry and exiting of a vehicle from a detected 
area, calculating the time after exiting the area based upon the 
vehicle speed, producing a sample measurement, comparing the 
measurement with a reference value, and adjusting the reference 
value based on the comparison <note Figures 1-3 and cols. £-4). 

As to claims £-13, since the overall structure, which 
includes the features of the claimed invention, has already been 
shown above, the remaining claims are rejected for the same 
reasons shown by Alexander et al« (note Figures 1-3 and its 
accompanying text). 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U- S. C- § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
act ions 

ft patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
10£ of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies 
as prior art only under subsection <f) or (g) of section 10c: 
of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 
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were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 
person- 
Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U« S. C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Koerner et al. ('339). Koerner et al. is 
applied for the same reasons as stated in the last office action. 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1~13 have been 
considered but are deemed to be moot in view of the new grounds 
of rejection. 

As for the arguments with respect to claims 1 and 5, Koerner 
et al- does disclose that the time after exiting be determined 
and a measurement be made at that time to determine whether to 
modify the restored reference value <note cols. 7 and 14)- Plso, 
claim 5 is not dependent on claim 1, and remains rejected for the 
same reasons as stated in the last office action- 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of 
rejection. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL- See M. P. b. P. 
§ 70&-07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 C. F. R. § 1.136(a). 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE TO THIS FINAL 
ACTION IS SET TO EXPIRE THREE MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF THIS 
ACTION. IN THE EVENT A FIRST RESPONSE IS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS 
OF THE MAILING DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION AND THE ADVISORY ACTION 
IS NOT MAILED UNTIL AFTER THE END OF THE THREE-MONTH SHORTENED 
STATUTORY PERIOD, THEN THE SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD WILL EXPIRE 
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□N THE DftTE THE ADVISORY ACTION IS MAILED, AND ANY EXTENSION FEE 
PURSUANT TO 37 F. R. § 1.136(a) WILL BE CALCULATED FROM THE 
MAILING DATE OF THE ADVISORY ACTION. IN NO EVENT WILL THE 
STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE EXPIRE LATER THAN SIX MONTHS FROM 
THE DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION. 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Edward 
Lefkowitz whose telephone number is (703) 305-4816. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application should be directed to the Group receptionist 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-4750. 




Edward Lefkowitz 
March £€>, 1993 



